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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised that 
there are 2 minutes remaining to vote. 

b 1215 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania 
changed his vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Chairman, on rollcall 
No. 323, I inserted by vote card but was not 
recorded. My intention was to vote ‘‘yes.’’ Had 
I been present, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2237, PROVIDING FOR RE-
DEPLOYMENT OF UNITED 
STATES ARMED FORCES AND 
DEFENSE CONTRACTORS FROM 
IRAQ; PROVIDING FOR CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 2206, U.S. 
TROOP READINESS, VETERANS’ 
CARE, KATRINA RECOVERY, AND 
IRAQ ACCOUNTABILITY APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2007; AND PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2207, AGRICULTURAL DIS-
ASTER ASSISTANCE AND WEST-
ERN STATES EMERGENCY UN-
FINISHED BUSINESS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2007 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, by 

direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 387 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 387 
Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-

lution it shall be in order to consider in the 
House the bill (H.R. 2237) to provide for the 
redeployment of United States Armed Forces 
and defense contractors from Iraq. All points 
of order against the bill and against its con-
sideration are waived. The bill shall be con-
sidered as read. The previous question shall 
be considered as ordered on the bill to final 
passage without intervening motion except: 
(1) one hour of debate equally divided and 
controlled by the chairman and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Appro-
priations; and (2) one motion to recommit. 

SEC. 2. Upon the adoption of this resolution 
it shall be in order to consider in the House 
the bill (H.R. 2206) making emergency sup-
plemental appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2007, and for other pur-
poses. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived except those aris-
ing under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. The 
amendment printed in part A of the report of 
the Committee on Rules accompanying this 
resolution shall be considered as adopted. 
The bill, as amended, shall be considered as 
read. All points of order against the bill, as 
amended, are waived. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as 
amended, to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate 
equally divided and controlled by the chair-
man and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Appropriations; and (2) one 
motion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions. 

SEC. 3. Upon the adoption of this resolution 
it shall be in order to consider in the House 
the bill (H.R. 2207) making supplemental ap-
propriations for agricultural and other emer-
gency assistance for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2007, and for other purposes. 
All points of order against consideration of 
the bill are waived except those arising 
under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. The amend-
ment printed in part B of the report of the 
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution shall be considered as adopted. The 
bill, as amended, shall be considered as read. 
All points of order against the bill, as 
amended, are waived. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as 
amended, to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate 
equally divided and controlled by the chair-
man and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Appropriations; and (2) one 
motion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions. 

SEC. 4. (a) In the engrossment of H.R. 2206, 
the Clerk shall— 

(1) await the disposition of H.R. 2237 and 
H.R. 2207; 

(2) add the respective texts of H.R. 2237 and 
H.R. 2207, as passed by the House, as new 
matter at the end of H.R. 2206; 

(3) conform the title of H.R. 2206 to reflect 
the addition of H.R. 2237 and H.R. 2207, as 
passed by the House, to the engrossment; 

(4) assign appropriate designations to pro-
visions within the engrossment; and 

(5) conform cross-references and provisions 
for short titles within the engrossment. 

(b) Upon the addition of H.R. 2237 and H.R. 
2207, as passed by the House, to the engross-
ment of H.R. 2206, H.R. 2237 and H.R. 2207 
shall be laid on the table. 

SEC. 5. During consideration of H.R. 2237, 
H.R. 2206, or H.R. 2207 pursuant to this reso-
lution, notwithstanding the operation of the 
previous question, the Chair may postpone 
further consideration of any such bill to such 
time as may be designated by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER) is recognized for 1 hour. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, for 
the purpose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER). 
All time yielded during consideration 
of the rule is for debate only. 

I yield myself such time as I may 
consume and ask unanimous consent 
that all Members be given 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks on House Resolution 387. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, H. 

Res. 387 provides for consideration of 
three bills, including the supplemental 
appropriations for the Iraq war. 

It is striking to realize that for 4 
years the war in Iraq has been funded 
by supplemental appropriations meas-
ures. From the beginning the White 
House has refused to plan ahead. In-
stead it has counted on Congress to ac-
cept its demands and pass one supple-
mental bill and then another time and 
time again, with no end in sight and no 
accountability required in return. 

The American people have rejected a 
House that blindly accepts the admin-
istration’s predictions about Iraq, all 
the while ceding its role in deciding 
matters of war and peace, the most sol-
emn responsibility given to the Con-
gress. 

My fellow Democrats and I promised 
a new way forward. And so the first 
funding bill that we delivered to the 
President reconciled our party’s con-
science with the brutal realities the 
war presented to us, realities that we, 
unlike some in the administration, are 
willing to acknowledge. 

We sought then, as we do now, to end 
this war but to do so responsibly, with-
out adding to the suffering the Iraqi 
people and our soldiers have already 
experienced. 

Our first bill provided the President 
with all of the funding he requested but 
attached conditions to it. We asked for 
the President to stand before the Na-
tion and justify the war. We asked him 
to show how it was meeting the objec-
tives that he himself had set out: the 
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promotion of political progress in the 
country and the increase of internal se-
curity in Iraq, all of which is his re-
sponsibility. And we said the war 
would not go on forever, that it must 
have an end, not an irresponsible end 
but an end. 

The President rejected our offer out 
of hand. He told us that while he would 
never compromise, we had to. 

Mr. Speaker, stubbornness is not the 
same as strength. Being obstinate is 
not equivalent to having conviction. 
This President famously told the world 
that he would refuse to alter his policy 
in Iraq even if, as he put it, nobody 
stood by him except his wife and his 
dog. 

But he is not making decisions that 
impact only himself. The weight of his 
decisions are being borne by the Amer-
ican people and the people of Iraq. His 
decisions are costing American lives 
and they are costing Iraqi lives. They 
are overstretching our military. They 
are undermining the national security 
of this Nation. And they are not im-
proving the wretched conditions of the 
Iraqis the war is theoretically helping. 

The President must not be allowed to 
ignore everyone: the majority of the 
generals, the majority of the House, 
the majority of the Senate, the major-
ity of the Nation, and the over-
whelming majority of the world. He 
must not be allowed to ignore everyone 
when it is they who are bearing the 
burden of his war and suffering the 
consequences of his administration’s 
mistakes. He must understand that his 
opinion, as sincere as it may be, is not 
the only one that matters. He must 
yield. 

The bill we are considering today 
will, once again, give him the chance 
to acknowledge the demands of the 
citizens of this country. They are de-
manding a change of direction in Iraq, 
and this bill delivers it. 

This legislation will fund military 
operations in Iraq between now and 
July. By then the President’s surge 
plan will be in full effect, and its im-
pact, either positive or negative, will 
be obvious. The President will report 
to Congress on the state of political 
and military progress in Iraq, and then 
we will vote on whether or not to pro-
vide the remaining funds that have 
been requested. Our degree of financial 
support at that point will be based not 
on endless promises or rosy scenarios, 
but on concrete reality on the ground 
in Iraq. Accountability is being intro-
duced into the conduct of this war. 

Mr. Speaker, let me also add that 
during the last debate on this supple-
mental, the President and his sup-
porters told us the measure was ‘‘un-
clean,’’ that it contained spending un-
related to the war effort. 

That spending, Mr. Speaker, was for 
critical projects the last Congress 
failed to fund by not passing any budg-
et at all for the year 2007, which in-
cluded funding for veterans care, recov-
ery from Hurricane Katrina, health in-
surance for children, home heating oil 

for low-income families, and much 
more. In other words, there is nothing 
dirty about it. My fellow Democrats 
and I refuse to abandon it. We are 
going to fund these vital and important 
projects because people are counting on 
them. What is more, we campaigned on 
increasing the minimum wage, and this 
supplemental spending legislation will 
do that as well. And I hope we don’t 
hear anything more about so-called 
‘‘unrelated spending.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, it is long past time for 
this body to abandon the destructive 
rhetoric that has labeled this plan a 
form of ‘‘surrender.’’ It is time to stop 
branding the Democrats, and a growing 
number of Republicans, who seek to 
end this brutal conflict as ‘‘defeatists.’’ 

We want our country to be secure. 
We want our military to be sound. We 
want the Iraqi people to be able to live 
with dignity. But we see that this war 
fought in this way is undermining all 
of those goals. And we are not alone. 
We speak for a clear and vocal major-
ity of the American people, and we rep-
resent their wishes. For the sake of our 
citizens, for our soldiers, and the peo-
ple of Iraq, we will be heard. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume, 
and I rise to express my appreciation 
to my very good friend from Rochester, 
the distinguished Chair of the Com-
mittee on Rules (Ms. SLAUGHTER), for 
yielding me the customary 30 minutes. 

I have to say that this is somewhat 
unusual for me. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong opposition to the rule, but I rise 
in even stronger opposition to the un-
derlying legislation. 

Here we go again, Mr. Speaker. These 
bills bring us to round three, round 
three of the Democratic leadership’s 
Iraq charade. 

First they brought up a bill that they 
knew the President would veto. Then 
they called for a veto override that 
they knew would fail. And today we are 
once again considering the same de-
featist policy that failed in the first 
two rounds plus, plus, Mr. Speaker, a 
call for redeployment, basically with-
drawal, within 90 days, to begin with-
drawal within 90 days. 

Mr. Speaker, they may think that 
they made progress, but in truth we 
have, in fact, gone backwards. Kicking 
the pullout vote a few months down 
the road is not a solution. 

Mr. Speaker, the closing remarks 
that were just offered by the distin-
guished Chair of the Rules Committee, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, I think were right on 
target in describing the exact goal that 
we have here. We want to make sure 
that the American people are secure. 
We want to make sure that our troops 
can be successful. We want to make 
sure that our troops come home. And 
we want to make sure that the Iraqi 
people can live with dignity. The one 
thing that I will add with that state-
ment that Ms. SLAUGHTER just made, 
Mr. Speaker, is that not only simply 

live with dignity but with the kind of 
self-determination that led to a 70 per-
cent voter turnout in Iraq. So obvi-
ously we share the exact same goal 
that Ms. SLAUGHTER just outlined. 

But I am very, very troubled with the 
plans that we have before us. Frankly, 
Mr. Speaker, withdrawal that would 
begin in 90 days would undermine every 
single one of those goals to which Ms. 
SLAUGHTER just referred. And this 
time, Mr. Speaker, it is not just the 
President’s opposition that stands in 
their way of what it is that they are 
trying to do. Their own colleagues in 
the Senate have said that the House 
Democratic leadership’s approach 
won’t work on their side of the Capitol. 

b 1230 

Senate Majority Leader REID has 
criticized their punting strategy and 
acknowledged he has serious doubts 
that the House plan could actually get 
through the Senate. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this policy of de-
feat couldn’t prevail in April. It won’t 
prevail in May. So it would appear the 
idea is to wait and hope for the best in 
July. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the war in Iraq is 
not a game. Funding our troops who 
are in harm’s way is not a game. These 
votes may make my friends on the 
other side of the aisle feel good, but 
they aren’t doing anything to get our 
troops what they need to protect them-
selves and to fight effectively against 
terrorists around the world. Mr. Speak-
er, that’s what matters here. 

Again, going back to the words of the 
very distinguished Chair of the Com-
mittee on Rules, Ms. SLAUGHTER, we 
want to make sure that we are secure 
at home. The way to do that is to en-
sure that the troops have what they 
need. 

Mr. Speaker, we have an obligation 
to have a serious, substantive debate to 
supply our troops with the funds they 
need to do their job and to demonstrate 
to the American people that we are 
doing what is necessary to win in Iraq 
and to bring our troops home. But 
rather than fulfilling our duties as re-
sponsible legislators, Democratic lead-
ership has simply scheduled one more 
empty political vote under yet another 
totally closed process. In fact, Mr. 
Speaker, the Democrats go so far as to 
have three closed rules, two of them on 
appropriations bills. Now, we will con-
sider four appropriations bills this 
year, and all of them, Mr. Speaker, will 
have been under a completely closed 
process. And we all know, under both 
Democrats and Republicans, the tradi-
tion is that when it comes to wartime 
supplementals, they be considered 
under an open amendment process, but 
that’s been thrown out the door. 

This is a far cry, Mr. Speaker, from 
the open and fair Congress that was 
promised to the American people. 
Worse yet, buried in the appropriations 
bill is yet another totally closed rule, 
completely and prospectively shutting 
out Republicans 2 months from now. 
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And they even go so far as to totally 
deny us a motion to recommit, some-
thing that we never did in the 12 years 
that we were in the majority. And 
those were tame restrictions when 
compared to what they tried to do to 
the Senate. 

It has been said by my very good 
friend from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN) for whom I have the high-
est regard. I served with him for many 
years on the Rules Committee. I had 
the privilege for the past 8 years of 
chairing the Rules Committee, and 
during that period of time, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN would regularly say that the Rules 
Committee is the place where democ-
racy goes to die. Mr. Speaker, I think 
that it is only fitting that it is the rule 
which provides for this bill, for his bill, 
that we will use to pronounce the time 
of death. And while this tactic fails to 
achieve a legislative success here at 
home, it is already producing disas-
trous results in Iraq. 

Ryan Crocker, the very highly re-
garded new ambassador to Iraq, I’ve 
heard a number of leading Democrats, 
a number of leading outspoken foes of 
what it is that we are doing in Iraq 
speak very highly of Ryan Crocker. 
Ambassador Crocker said last week in 
an interview with Morton Kondracke of 
The Roll Call, that the Iraqis are 
watching the Democratic leadership’s 
political games play out in Congress. 
They hear the calls to abandon our 
mission, and it is taking away any will 
to negotiate among political factions 
and achieve an effective government 
capable of bringing about a political 
solution to the crisis. 

Mr. Speaker, as Kondracke puts it in 
his piece, and I quote, ‘‘What is going 
on in Congress is hurting Crocker’s 
ability to get the sides in Iraq to make 
agreements with one another.’’ He goes 
on to say, Mr. Speaker, ‘‘It hardens the 
sectarian divisions. They think we are 
going to leave, and instead of reaching 
across lines and making agreements 
with the adversary, they are getting 
ready to go to the mat.’’ 

Now, that is what Mr. Kondracke 
writes following his discussion with 
Ambassador Crocker, and it’s very 
troubling. 

What we do here and say here, Mr. 
Speaker, has consequences. And the re-
port back from the new Ambassador to 
Iraq is that those consequences are not 
good. Those who would declare this war 
lost before the new strategy of, again, 
the very highly regarded General David 
Petraeus, who enjoyed unanimous sup-
port of the United States Senate, that 
means Democrats and Republicans on a 
recorded vote provided unanimous sup-
port confirming General David 
Petraeus. We are now basically, with 
what we are trying to do here with this 
effort, not even giving his new strategy 
a chance to succeed, and I believe that 
it is a huge mistake. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, like everyone in 
this institution and people around this 
country, I read the newspapers, and I 
watch the news. I watch the pictures 

on television. And I know that the ter-
rible images of violence that are broad-
cast every day permeate. And as we see 
those horrible pictures, I don’t blame 
the American people for becoming ex-
tremely discouraged by what is being 
reported out of Iraq. And I will say 
that I am horrified by the pictures and 
the things that we see coming out of 
Iraq. But there is real and significant 
progress that is being achieved by our 
military. 

Mr. Speaker, the Chicago Tribune 
editorialized just yesterday on one of 
the great success stories, that success 
story being the al Anbar province, 
which is the large province just to the 
west of Baghdad. Its capital city, 
Ramadi, was once described by the New 
York Times as the most dangerous city 
in Iraq and potentially the most dan-
gerous city on the face of the earth. 
Today, Mr. Speaker, this former out-
post for the insurgency is not only a 
secure city, it is a model for Sunni, 
Shia and American cooperation in the 
fight against the organization that was 
responsible for what happened on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, that being al Qaeda. 

Mr. Speaker, the Chicago Tribune 
editorial said, ‘‘al Qaeda’s terrorists in 
Iraq now face a new enemy, Sunni 
tribesmen in the al Anbar province.’’ 
Their editorial goes on, and I quote, 
‘‘These tribal leaders in the heart of 
the insurgency are now backing coali-
tion and Iraqi forces against the terror-
ists.’’ ‘‘You want good news from Iraq,’’ 
the Chicago Tribune editorial goes on 
to say, ‘‘there it is, flashing in neon.’’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this editorial goes 
on to quote the New York Times report 
saying, ‘‘The progress has inspired an 
optimism in the American command 
that among some officials borders on 
giddiness.’’ ‘‘There are some people 
who would say we have won the war 
out here,’’ one Marine officer said. I am 
simply quoting, I would say to my 
friend, the chair of the Rules Com-
mittee, not something that a Repub-
lican said, but the editorial that ap-
peared just yesterday. I would encour-
age all of our Members to look at that 
editorial in the Chicago Tribune. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, through the Joint 
Services stations that have been estab-
lished, local Sunni police, Shia Army 
officers and U.S. military have worked 
hand in hand to take back the city and 
the province and drive al Qaeda out. 
With the full support and cooperation 
of the local Sunni leaders, the Shia 
Army has earned the confidence of the 
local population. Through their alli-
ance, they are achieving our objective 
for the entire country, peace sustained 
by the Iraqis themselves through na-
tional unity. 

Mr. Speaker, General Petraeus came 
here, as we all know, just 2 weeks ago 
to provide Members of the House of 
Representatives with a classified brief-
ing on Iraq. Unfortunately, the Speak-
er of the House, Ms. PELOSI, was unable 
to attend that briefing, but for those of 
us who were there, we were given a re-
alistic picture from General Petraeus 

of what was taking place. He did not, 
and I don’t know all of the Members 
who were there, Mr. Speaker, but I will 
say, General Petraeus did not sugar-
coat the tremendous challenges that 
lie ahead in this war in Iraq. But, Mr. 
Speaker, he also described tremendous 
successes, such as this great success 
that I just reported on in Ramadi, what 
was one of the most dangerous cities 
on the face of the Earth and has now 
been stabilized in the al Anbar prov-
ince. 

General Petraeus described the Sunni 
Arabs who have turned against al 
Qaeda and have joined the Iraqi Secu-
rity Forces. Our American and Iraqi 
forces have succeeded in detaining a 
number of key network leaders, getting 
critical intelligence on how various 
elements of al Qaeda operate in Iraq, 
taking apart a car bomb network that 
killed 650 citizens in Baghdad and de-
stroying several significant car bomb 
factories. These are the kinds of joint 
efforts that are taking place at this 
very moment in Iraq, Mr. Speaker. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, General Petraeus 
has spoken publically about these suc-
cesses, about the reduction in sectarian 
murders in Baghdad by two-thirds so 
far this year, about the tripling of sei-
zures of weapons cashes this year, 
about the revival of markets and the 
return of displaced families to neigh-
borhoods and cities that were pre-
viously totally uninhabitable because 
of violence. Mr. Speaker, these success 
stories are not meant to paint a rosy 
picture of Iraq. And I will say that 
again, Mr. Speaker. I’m not attempting 
to sugarcoat the situation in Iraq. I’m 
not attempting to paint a rosy picture 
of what is taking place in Iraq. I know 
how horrendous and what a difficult 
situation this is. 

We all know the enormous challenges 
that our military still faces there and 
will continue to face for some time to 
come, not just to be solved by Sep-
tember; it will extend longer than that, 
we all know that. The other night I was 
with Ambassador John Negroponte who 
reminded me of the public statement 
that he made just as he left his ambas-
sadorial post in Baghdad; he said it 
would be at least 5 years. So we all 
know that this battle and this struggle 
is going to continue. 

But what these successes do dem-
onstrate very, very clearly is that we 
have not lost this war. They dem-
onstrate that our men and women, 
when they have the necessary re-
sources, can achieve victory. We must 
give General Petraeus adequate time 
and adequate resources to build upon 
these successes and make his new 
strategy work. Setting a day for de-
feat, whether it is today, next week or 
at the end of July or September is sim-
ply not an acceptable policy. Rationing 
funding for our troops is not an accept-
able policy. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I offered two 
amendments yesterday in the Rules 
Committee that would have stricken 
two of the most egregious elements of 
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this legislation. First, I proposed to re-
move the July cutoff date for the 
troops’ funding. Our generals in the 
field have said that this limitation ties 
their hands and keeps them from doing 
even their near-term planning, which is 
absolutely essential if the successes 
that we have seen are going to con-
tinue. Wars aren’t won in 2-month in-
crements, and military victories aren’t 
achieved by congressional decree. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my second amend-
ment would eliminate the requirement 
that the President make his reports to 
Congress on the Internet. Even in its 
unclassified form, this highly sensitive 
information would provide information 
to our enemies and the enemies of the 
Iraqi people. It would provide them 
with their blueprint for victory. The 
notion of providing this report from 
the President to the Congress, not in 
any kind of confidential way but on the 
Internet, is absolutely outrageous. 
There is no justifiable reason for us to 
give the people who are wanting to kill 
us and are responsible for the violence 
in Iraq this kind of information. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, 
neither of the amendments that I of-
fered was made in order. They would 
have provided an opportunity to con-
sider a troop funding bill that would 
actually be enacted and would actually 
fund the troops rather than simply 
staging one more meaningless vote al-
lowing Members to posture. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I understand very 
well, having been in the majority for a 
while, I understand that the Demo-
cratic leadership is in a very tough 
spot. They want to be able to say that 
they are funding the troops. At the 
same time, they have to accommodate 
their Members who want to get out 
yesterday. They want to get out imme-
diately, regardless of the consequences. 
So their political situation is to sched-
ule vote after meaningless vote. They 
get their weekly opportunity, Mr. 
Speaker, to say, ‘‘I support the 
troops,’’ out of one side of their mouth, 
and ‘‘Let’s retreat’’ and get out imme-
diately out of the other side of their 
mouth. 

b 1245 

But, Mr. Speaker, our troops and the 
American people deserve more than po-
litical gimmicks. We must stop playing 
dangerous games with the lives of the 
American people, our men and women 
in uniform, and the Iraqi people who 
have been struggling for freedom. We 
must get our troops the funding that 
they need and give our military com-
manders the means to win and to do 
what we all want, Mr. Speaker, to 
bring our troops home. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. ARCURI), a member of 
the Rules Committee. 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to just respond to my colleague 
from California saying that we can’t 

win the war on 2-month funding inter-
vals. I would submit we have now been 
at this Iraq war longer than it took us 
to win World War II when we were 
fighting both Japan and Germany, and 
still we are no closer, and, I would sub-
mit, further from what they define as 
‘‘victory.’’ 

I, like so many Americans, have tried 
to be patient with this administration 
in extricating us from the difficulties 
we find ourselves in in Iraq. They first 
told us there were weapons of mass de-
struction. None were found, yet we 
were still patient. Then they told us we 
were there to remove a tyrant. We re-
moved Saddam Hussein, yet we are 
still there, and we continue to be pa-
tient. They told us we were there to 
fight terrorism, and we have been 
fighting terrorism, and we still remain 
patient. 

Now they tell us that we are there to 
make our families safer. Well, I don’t 
feel that my family is any safer as a re-
sult of our being in Iraq. And like the 
American people, I am losing patience 
with the hollow promises that this ad-
ministration has made about getting 
us out of Iraq. 

I rise today in support of this rule be-
cause I think that it is time that we 
change the course, we change the direc-
tion. How many strategies is this ad-
ministration going to adopt before 
they arrive at success? 

Last night in the Rules Committee I 
got to thinking as we were discussing 
this rule about my own children, about 
my family, and I thought about how 
would my children look at me later in 
life, how would my grandchildren look 
at me later on, in terms of how we 
tried to stop this conflict in Iraq. Then 
I thought about a situation that I 
talked about a lot during my cam-
paign. 

During my campaign, when I was try-
ing to decide whether or not I would 
run, my son and my daughter, who are 
both teenagers, were not supportive of 
that. One day my son said to me, Dad, 
what is it that a Congressman does? I 
started telling my son what a Con-
gressman does. 

He said, Dad, are you saying that if 
you get to Congress, you will be able to 
stop the war in Iraq? 

I said, Not alone, but certainly with 
the other Members of Congress. 

He said then, I really think that you 
should run for Congress, because the 
war in Iraq is a bad thing and too many 
people are dying. 

My son, then 15 years old, got it. He 
understood what it was about. He un-
derstood that we are in Iraq for the 
wrong reason. He understood that it 
was time to change the course and 
change the direction. 

That is why I rise today. I rise be-
cause I support the rule that will get 
us out of Iraq, but, more importantly, 
because my children know that it is 
the right thing to do. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 31⁄2 minutes to the gen-

tlewoman from Ohio (Ms. SUTTON), a 
member of the Rules Committee. 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the honorable chairwoman for the 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, our troops are brave 
and capable. They have fought hero-
ically. But, Mr. Speaker, today we have 
an opportunity to tell our President 
that he can no longer ignore the Amer-
ican people, this Congress or the re-
ality of the situation we face in Iraq. 

We have the responsibility to provide 
oversight, to ensure that our brave and 
honorable troops are provided a mis-
sion based on a realistic assessment 
and an achievable goal before we ask 
them to risk life and limb to imple-
ment it. We must end the strain that 
we have put on our brave military men 
and women and their families, and we 
must act today. 

Mr. Speaker, we know we must get 
our troops out of the crossfire and the 
violence of the raging civil war in Iraq. 
We know what must be done for our 
soldiers in Iraq to ensure the protec-
tion of them and our families here at 
home. Our military and our National 
Guard are stretched thin. We must re-
build and re-equip both. Our National 
Guard in Ohio is training and working 
on gear that is obsolete. So not only 
are our military men and women at 
risk in Iraq; we have our homeland ex-
posed to national emergencies and 
other threats that we may face. But 
our President has refused to acknowl-
edge the reality of the situation that 
we face as a Nation, and I and many 
other Members of this Congress will 
not allow the status quo to continue. 

For this reason, I cosponsored and 
will cast a powerful ‘‘yes’’ vote in sup-
port of H.R. 2237. This bill, authored by 
Mr. MCGOVERN, whom I respect tre-
mendously for his courage and leader-
ship, is responsible and will ensure the 
safe redeployment of our troops from 
Iraq. Our bill calls for the redeploy-
ment of our troops and allows Congress 
to take back from the President the 
reckless decisionmaking that we have 
seen. 

Our bill also very importantly en-
sures a number of things: it protects 
the ability of our military to go after 
al Qaeda and other terrorist organiza-
tions in Iraq; it provides for the protec-
tion of diplomatic and other related 
U.S. personnel in Iraq; and, finally, it 
will truly shift our role in Iraq to 
training and equipping the Iraqi secu-
rity forces. 

Mr. Speaker, the time has come to 
end this war; and, unfortunately, the 
failed policies of this administration 
and lack of oversight from past Con-
gresses have left us with few options. 
3,372 of our troops, including 157 brave 
military men and women from Ohio, 
have died in this war. It is time we did 
the responsible thing for our heroic sol-
diers, for their families and for our Na-
tion. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. WELCH), a member of the 
Rules Committee. 
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Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-

er, we must end this war. On November 
7, when the American people spoke in 
the last election, from Washington 
State to Florida, from Vermont to 
California, they made a very clear deci-
sion that they want to bring our troops 
home. Their challenge to us is to im-
plement that policy. 

Americans want a new direction in 
Iraq. The citizens of America know 
that the time has come to change di-
rection, to bring our troops home with 
their heads held high in honor of a job 
well done. 

Mr. Speaker, many of our finest, 
most highly decorated members of the 
military, now retired, can say publicly 
what in the past they could only say 
privately. It is this: Iraq is engaged in 
a civil war. It is not the proper job of 
our men and women in uniform to ref-
eree an Iraqi civil war. 

The citizens of our country also rec-
ognize the obvious: if the Iraqi leader-
ship is unwilling to help itself, how can 
we expect the American people and the 
American military to do that job for 
them? Iraqi leaders will not spend $10 
billion in funds available to improve 
electricity and water, yet expect Amer-
icans to spend our taxpayer dollars to 
do that. 

Commonsense citizens in our country 
are asking an obvious question: If the 
Iraqi Parliament has work to do, why 
is it taking a 2-month vacation this 
summer, a vacation, when they haven’t 
reached agreement on oil sharing, 
when they haven’t allowed former 
Baathists, low level with no blood on 
their hands, to resume a place in that 
society, when they won’t crack down 
on sectarian violence, and, Mr. Speak-
er, when they interfere with the efforts 
of the American military when they at-
tempt to do so? 

Mr. Speaker, there is a very clear 
recognition on the part of the Amer-
ican people, and it is this: our men and 
women in uniform have done their job. 
They toppled Saddam, they reported 
back that there were no weapons of 
mass destruction, and they did provide 
stability in Iraq so that they could 
have three elections. 

What we face now is a White House 
that has dug its heels in and a Presi-
dent who refuses to change and adjust 
and provide leadership to the facts as 
they exist. Those facts: Iraq is engaged 
in a civil war, something the White 
House denies. Those facts: it is the job 
of the Iraqi political leadership and the 
people of Iraq to create a civil society. 
It is not the job of the military to do 
nation-building. 

The legislation we have is going to 
allow us to change the direction of our 
policy from escalating militarily, as 
the President stubbornly pursues that 
policy, to a strategy of Iraqi self-con-
trol and stability in the region. I sup-
port the rule and the underlying bill. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, as I listened to my very 
good friend from Vermont, my Rules 

Committee colleague, Mr. WELCH, for 
whom I have the highest regard, he 
talked about the fact that the Presi-
dent was sticking his heels into the 
ground and was not willing to make 
any modifications whatsoever. 

Well, I will acknowledge that the 
President has in fact, I would say to 
my friend from Vermont, Mr. WELCH, 
stuck his heels in the ground when it 
has come to his quest for victory, to 
ensure that we keep the battle against 
al Qaeda and those forces that would 
want to do us in in Iraq. What he has 
done in recognizing that mistakes have 
been made, in recognizing that there 
have been challenges, as has histori-
cally been the case in war, we have 
seen a dramatic change. 

I don’t know if my friends have no-
ticed, but there is a new Secretary of 
Defense, his name is Robert Gates; and 
there have in fact been a number of 
changes made. I don’t know if people 
have noticed, there is in fact a new 
commanding general on the ground in 
Iraq. His name is David Petraeus. As I 
said in my opening remarks, he has en-
joyed strong bipartisan support. 

Obviously, these military leaders, the 
Secretary of Defense and other mili-
tary leaders, are insistent upon giving 
a very sober assessment of what is tak-
ing place and not providing an unreal-
istic, rosy picture of what is happening 
in Iraq. And they have reported, they 
have reported that we have in fact seen 
success, especially, as I said in my re-
marks, in Ramadi, what was deter-
mined to be one of the most dangerous 
cities on the face of the Earth; and we 
have now seen stability there, and this 
alliance which exists, Sunni, Shia and 
American forces working together to 
bring about this kind of peace and sta-
bility. 

So while I am not saying there aren’t 
difficult days, weeks, months, and, Mr. 
Speaker, I hope not, but possibly dif-
ficult years ahead in Iraq, the fact of 
the matter is this President has made 
it very clear that he is willing to make 
modifications so that we can in fact en-
sure victory over those who want to do 
us in. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE). 

(Mr. INSLEE asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

b 1300 

Mr. INSLEE. Who are the real ex-
perts on the question of whether the 
lack of a timeline actually fuels the in-
surgency, the lack of a timeline actu-
ally making the violence worse? 

One of them is named Muhammad al- 
Dini. He is an elected member of the 
Iraqi parliament. He was here yester-
day, and I met with him. He told me 
that a majority, 144 members, of the 
elected Iraqi parliament 2 days ago 
signed a petition that basically said 
that the lack of a timeline is fueling 

attacks against our troops. The lack of 
a timeline is fueling this insurgency. 
The lack of a timeline is playing into 
the hands of al Qaeda. And the reason 
he told us this is that it allows them to 
go out and recruit and say, Look, 
America is going to be here forever. 
And they recruit people that go out 
and attack us. 

The other thing he told us is that the 
Maliki government is using our tax-
payer dollars to run sectarian militias 
that go out and attack Americans. He 
urged us to adopt a timeline. An elect-
ed official in the parliament of the 
state of Iraq; now there is an expert. 

It amazes me that people who have 
been wrong on Iraq for 4 years come 
down and lecture us, lecture us about 
whether a timeline is going to work or 
not. I think it might be handy in Con-
gress to have a penalty box. If you have 
been wrong for 4 years on the right 
strategy in Iraq, maybe you should to 
go into the penalty box for a while and 
allow the people who were against this 
war from the beginning to have a say 
on what we do in Iraq. 

What we are saying is, a lack of a 
timeline hurts. We need to bleed the in-
surgency of the fuel they use, and the 
fuel they use is the lack of a timeline. 

One more thing, I read this headline: 
‘‘Bush Told War is Harming the GOP.’’ 
I don’t care about the GOP or the par-
ties. The GOP members went and told 
the President this is hurting the GOP. 
It doesn’t matter who is getting hurt 
politically here. I will tell you what 
matters: Our sons and daughters are 
being killed in Iraq. 

I hope some of my GOP colleagues, 
the next time they go to the White 
House, I hope they say, we don’t care 
about the GOP or the DEM; we care 
about the Army and the Navy and the 
soldiers who are being killed in Iraq, 
and let’s get a timetable and get us out 
of there. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. SOLIS). 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentlewoman for allowing me the op-
portunity to speak this afternoon. 

I strongly support the rule. I strongly 
support our men and women in uniform 
who are courageously fighting to de-
fend our freedoms. In my own district, 
we lost 14 soldiers. My recent trip to 
Iraq confirmed that to support our 
troops is to support their redeploy-
ment. Our troops told me they were 
overextended and underequipped. Many 
are on their second, third and fourth 
tour. They face increased risk without 
proper equipment and longer stays. In 
fact, not enough equipment was avail-
able for those new incoming soldiers 
that were just deployed by this Presi-
dent. That is what I heard from our 
troops when I visited there about a 
month ago. 

Extending the tours of all active- 
duty personnel is unacceptable, a price 
our families shouldn’t have to pay, nor 
our troops. As Members of Congress, we 
have the responsibility to protect and 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:20 May 11, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00022 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K10MY7.043 H10MYPT1hm
oo

re
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
P

C
68

 w
ith

 H
M

H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4777 May 10, 2007 
provide for the best interests of all of 
our troops. That includes the redeploy-
ment out of Iraq and a safe return 
home. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
rule and vote for these bills to support 
our troops. 

One last comment. I want to thank 
the Speaker of this House for having 
the courage to allow us to vote on 
these very important pieces of legisla-
tion this day. It is indeed a historic 
day. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time I would like to yield 2 minutes to 
my very good friend from Dallas, the 
distinguished chair of the Republican 
Study Committee, Mr. HENSARLING. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in strong opposition to this rule. 
What happened to the most open and 
transparent and fair process that was 
supposed to occur in the history of 
Congress? We have a closed rule on top 
of a closed rule on top of a closed rule. 

And now what we see is, yet again, 
the Democrats bringing a bill to the 
floor that our Secretary of Defense 
says is even worse than the last one 
they brought to the floor as far as 
tying the hands of our troops as they 
attempt to protect our freedom. 

Once again we have a slow-bleed 
strategy for our troops in Iraq. Once 
again we still have a pork-laden sup-
plemental. 

Let’s talk for a second about the ag 
bill. Now there is legitimate debate, 
and there may be legitimate reasons, 
and I agree that drought assistance 
may be necessary in certain parts of 
the country. But this is supposedly the 
PAYGO Congress? I have looked at 
this. Number one, where is the emer-
gency? The drought took place last 
year. That is when the emergency was. 
Why isn’t this going in regular order? 
Where is the offset? 

Had there been an open rule, I would 
have been happy to offer an offset 
amendment. Once again, I don’t know 
how anyone on this side of the aisle, 
Mr. Speaker, can call this the PAYGO 
Congress. There are so many holes in 
this PAYGO it looks beyond Swiss 
cheese. This is one of the worse rules 
that I have seen brought to the floor, 
and every Member should rise in oppo-
sition and defeat this rule. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to another gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, year 
five of blunders, that is a true slow- 
bleed policy in Iraq. 

Defeatism? Well, that is an Adminis-
tration that lacks the courage to admit 
its failures and which pays for those 
failures with the blood of the brave, 
the blood of someone else, and with $10 
billion of your tax money every single 
month. 

Gimmicks? Gimmicks are what got 
us into Iraq in the first place. It cer-
tainly wasn’t the ‘‘war on terrorism.’’ 

You can make all of the excuses that 
you want for continuing to embed our 
troops in a civil war, but a vote today 

for the Iraq Redeployment Act is a 
vote to end endless war. It is a vote for 
a fully funded, safe, and orderly rede-
ployment that allows us to refocus on 
the war on terrorism, which is a threat 
to our families, rather than the civil 
war in Iraq, which is not. 

It is not the enemy that has us 
pinned down in Iraq today; it is this 
Administration’s unwillingness to 
admit its mistakes and its lies. 

The intervention in Iraq was this 
country’s largest foreign policy blun-
der. Now it is time for Congress to in-
tervene. With this war in its fifth year, 
for Congress not to act now is for Con-
gress to become an enabler and an ac-
complice to the Administration’s er-
rors. 

Vice President CHENEY rightly com-
plains about the Iraqis proposing to 
take a two-month vacation. But what 
is really at fault here is Mr. CHENEY 
and this Administration’s four-year va-
cation from reality. 

‘‘Victory’’ is improving our families’ 
security. Pursuing policies contrary to 
that objective, committing the same 
error over and over again, that is de-
featist. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time to close. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 71⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY), 
who will explain why we didn’t deal 
with agricultural disasters last year. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, let me sim-
ply say in response to the previous 
speaker on that side of the aisle, he 
claims that efforts on our part to with-
draw our troops or redeploy our troops 
out of a combat situation represents a 
slow-bleed policy. I would suggest that 
the existing policy is a bleed-forever 
policy, and it needs to be changed. 

The second question the gentleman 
asked referred to agriculture. He said, 
‘‘Gee, these agriculture disasters oc-
curred last year; why weren’t they han-
dled then?’’ That is a very good ques-
tion. We weren’t in charge last year. 
The other side was. 

In fact, we have had agriculture dis-
aster legislation pending for 2 years. 
The President declared 70 percent of 
the counties in this country to be dis-
aster areas, and yet the last Congress 
couldn’t put together a two-car funeral 
when it came to addressing that prob-
lem. So we are simply cleaning up in a 
separate bill; mind you, we are clean-
ing up last year’s agriculture disaster 
problem. It is just another one of the 
leftover items from the previous Con-
gress that we are now charged with the 
responsibility to finish. 

Now let me get to what the real issue 
is in this bill. 

The Washington Post carries a story 
this morning describing the efforts of 
the administration to use Iraqi govern-
ment officials to try to get the Demo-
cratic lawmakers to ease the pressure 
on the White House to have a timetable 
for the withdrawal of troops. Mr. al- 
Rubaie is quoted as saying the fol-
lowing: ‘‘Now, nobody is talking about 

sliding into a civil war, as we’ve been 
able to avoid it.’’ 

He added, ‘‘Portraying the scene 
there as Shiite killing Sunni and 
Sunnis killing Shiites is totally un-
true.’’ 

What are they smoking? What do we 
see on television every day, despite the 
effort of the administration to shut 
down as much access on the part of the 
public to the carnage as is possible? 

I strongly support this rule today for 
one simple reason: The President has 
asked the Congress to give him $100 bil-
lion in additional funding to fight this 
war, no strings attached. The Congress 
passed a proposal and put it on the 
President’s desk suggesting that there 
ought to be certain limitations on the 
President’s conduct in return for get-
ting the money. He vetoed that. He be-
lieves he is ‘‘the decider.’’ 

Well, under the Constitution, we are 
all supposed to be deciders. So now we 
have before us, in response to the 
President’s action, a proposal to do 
three things: First of all, it would pro-
vide an opportunity to have an up-or- 
down vote on the issue of whether or 
not troops ought to be redeployed over 
the next year. I think that is what a 
democratic institution is supposed to 
do, to make choices like that. 

Secondly, what we are proposing 
under this rule today will allow the 
Congress to require the President to re-
port to the Congress on three things: 
First of all, since the President has 
said that, as Iraqi military units stand 
up, we should stand down, we have a 
sense of the Congress provision in this 
legislation which says that, as the 
President certifies that battalions have 
achieved full combat capability, that a 
certain number of corresponding U.S. 
units ought to stand down. It is not 
mandatory. It is a sense of the Con-
gress that that ought to happen. 

Secondly, we ask the President to re-
port to the Congress on the progress 
that Iraq is making on the benchmarks 
that the President himself set out last 
fall as being the criteria by which we 
should judge Iraqi progress. 

And then thirdly, so that it isn’t a 
softball report, we are also asking that 
the President report to the Congress 
spelling out which of those benchmarks 
have actually been achieved. Has the 
Iraqi parliament actually passed an 
adequate oil revenue-sharing law which 
shares that oil equitably with Sunni, 
Shiites and Kurds alike, because if 
they don’t do that, the Sunnis will 
never stop fighting? 

And then, lastly, what we do is to set 
up a separate bill that deals with some 
of the domestic emergencies that we 
face that the President described as 
‘‘pork.’’ Among those is the agriculture 
disaster bill. And so we are considering 
that as a separate bill to demonstrate 
to the White House and to demonstrate 
to our critics that they are wrong when 
they say that we are afraid to let these 
programs stand on their own. So we are 
going to vote on them alone, and I hap-
pen to think they are in a stronger po-
sition when we vote on them alone. 
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It is going to be very interesting to 

see how many of our Republican 
friends from agricultural districts are 
actually going to support us in trying 
to provide that assistance. 

b 1315 

After all, we did not declare those 
counties disaster areas. A fellow by the 
name of Bush did, and he’s the guy that 
lives in that big white house, and when 
he makes a declaration like that, there 
ought to be certain consequences that 
flow from it, and we’re simply meeting 
those obligations. So that’s basically 
what we are trying to do. 

As the gentleman from Washington 
said earlier, we simply happen to be-
lieve, those of us who are going to be 
supporting this proposition, we simply 
happen to believe that it would be nice 
if we were fighting the right war in the 
right place rather than the wrong war 
in the wrong place, and the right place 
to be taking al Qaeda on is in Afghani-
stan. 

Now, we also provide in our propo-
sition, we say that 60 days after or 60 
days from now roughly, by July 13, by 
the time this bill is passed, by July 13, 
we guarantee the administration that 
the Congress will have an up-or-down 
vote on its own request for all the 
money. I don’t know what more we can 
do. 

What we are simply doing is we are 
letting the President report, letting 
him give his judgments to us. We then 
give the Congress about 10 days to ab-
sorb what the President has said, and 
then we vote, up or down, on two 
issues: number one, whether the Presi-
dent should get all the remaining 
money; and, number two, there’s an-
other amendment that would simply 
have us instead use that money to re-
deploy our troops out of combat. 

It’s a fair, square deal. The adminis-
tration gets a straight shot at what it 
wants and war critics get a straight 
shot at what they want. That, to me, is 
eminently fair. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I had one 
Member who was hoping to come over, 
and I do not see him here. So I’m going 
to yield myself the balance of the time. 

Mr. Speaker, we all know how painful 
the war in Iraq has been. As I said in 
my opening remarks and throughout 
this debate, no one is trying to paint a 
rosy picture of the situation there. 

My very good friend from Wisconsin, 
distinguished Chair of the Appropria-
tions Committee, has just told us that 
we should be fighting the war in the 
right place. Well, Mr. Speaker, one of 
the things that we have found trag-
ically over the past several years is 
that al Qaeda can be found almost any-
place on the face of the Earth. 

It was just a few months ago that we 
saw a successful effort by the Ethio-
pians going into Mogadishu, Somalia, 
to liberate that capital from the forces 
of al Qaeda. We know very well that on 
September 11, 2001, al Qaeda attacked 
us here in the United States, and we 
regularly go through the litany of the 

actions of al Qaeda, Hamas, Hezbollah: 
the bombing of the two embassies, Dar 
es Salaam, Tanzania and Nairobi, 
Kenya; the USS Cole; the Khobar Tow-
ers; the World Trade Center in 1993. 

We can go on and on and on about al 
Qaeda and other terrorist organiza-
tions. And guess what, Mr. Speaker, 
virtually everyone has acknowledged 
that the front line in the battle against 
al Qaeda is where they are mostly, and 
that is in Iraq. 

Now, I just reported the great state-
ment that came from our new ambas-
sador, Ryan Crocker, in Iraq who has 
talked along with General Petraeus 
about the success that we have seen in 
the al Anbar province, in Ramadi in 
particular, one of the most dangerous 
spots on the face of the Earth until we 
saw this alliance develop among Sunni, 
Shia and American forces standing up 
against al Qaeda because, Mr. Speaker, 
al Qaeda is there in Iraq. 

Mr. Speaker, I truly believe that 
fighting al Qaeda in Iraq plays a big 
role in preventing them from attacking 
us right here in the United States of 
America, which is obviously their goal. 
They have done it before, and they 
would love to do it again. 

This process around which we are 
considering this measure is very un-
usual to say the least. In fact, my good 
friend from Rochester, distinguished 
Chair of the Rules Committee, de-
scribed this rule as one of the most 
complicated that we have ever seen. 

Now, my good friend again, the chair-
man of the Appropriations Committee, 
just talked about the fact that we are 
going to give the President his chance 
to see this. Well, here is what we are 
going to give the President. We are 
going to give the President a bill that 
potentially calls for cut-and-run and 
immediate withdrawal within 90 days, 
beginning a pullout of our troops in 
Iraq; number two, a supplemental ap-
propriations bill that has all of this re-
deployment that creates fits and 
starts, beginning and reduction, just 
incrementally putting it out, which 
has been harshly criticized by the Sec-
retary of Defense, Mr. Gates; General 
Petraeus; Ambassador Crocker and 
others. So that is included in this 
measure, and then the agricultural ap-
propriations provision. 

Now, my friend from Wisconsin just 
asked how many Members will stand 
up and be supportive of the effort that 
I laud in dealing with something that 
we were not able to deal with in the 
last Congress as we struggled with the 
appropriations process, that, among 
others, being this agricultural appro-
priations issue, with the disasters that 
we have faced. And of course, there will 
be Members on our sides of the aisle 
who will support that. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I think we need to 
recognize that this is the most con-
voluted process because we are not al-
lowing it to stand on its own. What we 
are doing with this rule is we are tak-
ing all three of these very separate 
items, linking them up, and sending 

them to our colleagues on the other 
side of the Capitol in the United States 
Senate, where the majority leader, 
Senator HARRY REID, the one who’s al-
ready announced that we’ve lost the 
war in Iraq, he said there’s very little 
chance of success there. 

That’s why I have always considered 
myself, I like to have that Jeffersonian 
spirit of a healthy skepticism, as op-
posed to a corrosive cynicism, which 
sometimes we have seen more than a 
few people slip to around here. But I 
can’t help but be skeptical. I’m not 
going to be cynical, Mr. Speaker, but I 
can’t help but be a little skeptical as 
we look at the one, two, three punch of 
vote after vote after vote when we 
know full well it will most likely die in 
the Senate; and if it by chance, as this 
last bill did, ends up getting to the 
President, it’s going to be vetoed by 
the President. 

So as I said earlier, it allows our col-
leagues to stand up, as so many have, 
during this debate saying they support 
the troops, but at the same time they 
want to get out immediately and not 
provide the troops with the kind of 
consistency and support that they need 
for us to be victorious. 

Again, one of the interesting things 
that we hear, as we juxtapose the de-
bate that emanates from our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
and ours, is that we regularly talk 
about victory. We regularly talk about 
being victorious in this battle against 
Islamic extremism, the battle which 
we all united to fight on September 11, 
2001. It is tragic that we have gotten to 
the point where we are not united on 
this. 

And I will acknowledge that there 
were some who tried to exude the 
image that Iraq was involved on Sep-
tember 11, and I never said that and 
most people I know never claimed that 
Saddam Hussein was involved in com-
mand and control of what happened on 
September 11, 2001; but, Mr. Speaker, I 
will say this: Saddam Hussein had the 
exact same goal for the future of the 
United States as al Qaeda and Osama 
bin Laden, and that’s why we need to 
be prepared to fight them at any spot 
whatsoever. 

I am going to offer when, I say 
‘‘when’’ because I am going to be an 
eternal optimist, when we defeat the 
previous question, I am going to offer 
the amendment that I was speaking 
about earlier. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that just before the vote on the 
previous question that the text of my 
amendment that I am going to be sub-
mitting when we defeat the previous 
question be made in order, and I ask 
unanimous consent that that be in-
cluded in the RECORD, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LYNCH). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DREIER. And let me just briefly 

say that that amendment says that 
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when the President of the United 
States reports to the Congress that on 
the success in training or lack of suc-
cess in training the Iraqi security 
forces, that that report not be made 
available to the leadership of al Qaeda 
by way of the Internet. 

The amendment that I am going to 
offer when we defeat the previous ques-
tion, Mr. Speaker, is an amendment 
that will allow us to say that we will 
strike the provision that says that the 
report from the President to the Con-
gress is provided on the Internet for 
the world to see. We should not be feed-
ing our enemies, those who want to kill 
us, with this kind of information. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, I’m going to 
urge defeat of the previous question, 
and when we defeat that, I urge support 
of my quest to make the amendment in 
order that will allow us to prevent the 
President’s report from getting on to 
the Internet for our enemy to see, and 
if by chance I am not successful, I urge 
defeat of the rule. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the remaining time. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not want to con-
tradict my colleague from California, 
but we do not know the pain of this 
war. Members of Congress know it a 
little better than most people because 
we try to comfort the bereaved and 
visit the ones who are maimed, but we 
don’t really know the pain of this war. 
We can’t know about the 35,000 or more 
young people with life-altering wounds, 
people 18 and 19 years old who will live 
with them for the very rest of their 
lives. 

We don’t know the loss other people 
have sustained because nothing much 
is required of us except to pay the bill 
of $10 billion a month, mostly borrowed 
from China, so we can finance this war. 

There is no compelling reason why 
we should go on forever with this. 
Nothing that we are asking the Presi-
dent to put on the Internet is anything 
but classified and who is going to be-
lieve it anyway. 

If the President is running out of 
money for the troops, it is simply be-
cause he vetoed the money that he 
asked us for that we sent to him. The 
fault, the blame lies exclusively with 
him. 

And with that I ask all of my col-
leagues to vote for this rule on both 
sides of the House. Obviously, numbers 
of them didn’t want to come down and 
talk today. Please vote for this rule. 
Cleanse your conscience. Let’s do a 
good thing today for those people who 
count on us in Iraq. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. DREIER is as follows: 
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 387 OFFERED BY MR. 

DREIER OF CALIFORNIA 
(1) Amend section 2 to read as follows: 
SEC. 2. Upon the adoption of this resolution 

it shall be in order to consider in the House 
the bill (H.R. 2206) making emergency sup-
plemental appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2007, and for other pur-
poses. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived except those aris-
ing under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. The 

amendment printed in part A of the report of 
the Committee on Rules accompanying this 
resolution shall be considered as adopted. 
The bill, as amended, shall be considered as 
read. All points of order against the bill, as 
amended, are waived. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as 
amended, and on any further amendment 
thereto, to final passage without intervening 
motion except: (1) one hour of debate equally 
divided and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority the Committee member of 
Appropriations; (2) the amendment printed 
in section 6, if offered by Representative 
Dreier of California or his designee, which 
shall be in order without intervention of any 
point of order, shall be considered as read, 
and shall be separately debatable for one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
proponent and an opponent; and (3) one mo-
tion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions. 

(2) At the end of the resolution, add the 
following: 

SEC. 6. The amendment referred to in sec-
tion 2 is as follows: 

Strike section 1326(f) (relating to the pub-
lic availability of information regarding the 
combat proficiency of Iraqi security forces). 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time, and 
I move the previous question on the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question are post-
poned. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE FRED UPTON, MEMBER 
OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable FRED 
UPTON, Member of Congress: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, May 9, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you pursuant to rule VIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, that a judicial 
subpoena for trial testimony, issued by the 
United States Court of Federal Claims, has 
been delivered to my District Office. 

After consulting with the Office of General 
Counsel, I will make the determinations re-
quired by rule VIII. 

Sincerely, 
FRED UPTON, 

Member of Congress. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2082, INTELLIGENCE AU-
THORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 2008 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 388 and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 388 

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2082) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
intelligence and intelligence-related activi-
ties of the United States Government, the 
Community Management Account, and the 
Central Intelligence Agency Retirement and 
Disability System, and for other purposes. 
The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. All points of order against con-
sideration of the bill are waived except those 
arising under clause 9 of rule XXI. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence. After general debate 
the bill shall be considered for amendment 
under the five-minute rule. It shall be in 
order to consider as an original bill for the 
purpose of amendment under the five-minute 
rule the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence now printed 
in the bill. The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute shall be considered as 
read. All points of order against the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute are waived except those arising under 
clause 9 of rule XXI. Notwithstanding clause 
11 of rule XVIII, no amendment to the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be in order except those printed 
in the report of the Committee on Rules ac-
companying this resolution. Each such 
amendment may be offered only in the order 
printed in the report, may be offered only by 
a Member designated in the report, shall be 
considered as read, shall be debatable for the 
time specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment, 
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the 
Committee of the Whole. All points of order 
against such amendments are waived except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. 
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill 
for amendment the Committee shall rise and 
report the bill to the House with such 
amendments as may have been adopted. Any 
Member may demand a separate vote in the 
House on any amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the 
committee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House 
of H.R. 2082 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous 
question, the Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the bill to such time as may 
be designated by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) is 
recognized for 1 hour. 

b 1330 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, for the purpose of debate 
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes 
to my friend from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS). All time yielded during con-
sideration of the rule is for debate 
only. 
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